Weekly OCil and SFDPH Conference Call Talking Points
12:150m-12:45nm. Virtual
Ex. 6 Personal Privacy (PP)
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San Francisco Department of Public Health Office of Community Investment and

- Amy Brownell, Hunters Point Lead Infrastructure

— Patrick Fosdahl, soon to be acting director, - Kasheica McKinney, Hunters Point Project
Environmental Health Manager

Next Meeting
The next meeting is January 4 or 11 at 12:15 pm. Maybe once a month in 2021, starting January 11%.
Today’s Participants — Yolanda, John, Patrick, Amy and Kasheica

Communications/Meetings

¢ Media:

o No media

o Title VI complaint against SFDPH and BAAQMD on.dust issues at Parcel' A =~ The complaint is a little
discombobulated; vet, it all flows back to a reguest Tor money Tor Blomonitoring efforts, Complaint lodged
by CARE, which is not the first time CARE has lodged this type of complaint,

¢ Community events/interest:

Parcel A Fact Sheet — EPA issued the Parcel A fact sheet on November 6. EPA just started efforts to
translate this into Cantoriese characters., Weappreciate OCll’s offer to do a second review of that
translation. Any response from the community? Kasheica hasn't heard anything; OCH hasn't posted
it on its website, yet., HESCAC Shiared i with thelr mailing st and the artists,

Upland slurry wall in Parcel E:2 — Supervisor Walton asked questions about the viability of the slurry
wall over time. The upland sturreawall to allow the incoming groundwater to flow and hit the wall {be
diverted} to the wetlands. The contractors found an obstruction in the field and designed the wall
around it OCH has not started discussion of transfer on O&M responsibilities of the landfill,

o Llast month, the Navy responded to EPA’s letter on community involvement. Did they share this letter
with Supeivisor Walton? In September, Supervisor Walton had invited the Navy to participate in a
meeting about its response to our letter. They Navy declined, suggesting there were not prepared to
respond. In its November letter, the Navy defended its community involvement and outreach program
and mentioned an evaluation of it in 2021.

o  SF Shipyard HOA meeting: The Navy is working with the SF Shipyard HOA to participate in a January
meeting, tentatively scheduled for January 20.

o Communicating schedule of radiological retesting to the public. We will continue to push the Navy to
find a way to clearly and consistently communicate a moving timeline on the radiological retesting to the
public. We all need to set-up realistic expectations and communicate the precision of the process.
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o Never Surrender: The Fight for El in BVHP: Any feedback from the community?

e (Congressional interest: Last week, we had a briefing with Mr. Edmonson from Speaker Pelosi’s
office and staff from other congressional offices. We discussed what EPA meant when we
suggested there were unanswered public health questions from the public. Edmonson
appreciated the Parcel A fact sheet and asked if the different government agencies could be more
coordinated in communicating messages to the public. We also discussed the angoing dialogue
with the Navy on the radiological remediation goals for buildings.

Parcel G Building RGs Long-term Protectiveness Evaluation: On Friday, the Navy issued a response
letter to EPA. The Navy would like to start the work scanning the buildings in January 2021, using the
current building RGs. This might be a soft mobilization. The Navy suggested EPA’s proposed values
from our BPRG calculator.are not technically implementable and are below background levels,
specifically pointing aut numbers far radium and thorium. EPA is curious to see what these
background levels are; and, we don’t expect any PRP to cleanup below background levels. iohn
suggests that they will nesd to obtain background numbers for the work anyways, We haven’t seen
an example of the use of RESRAD for potentially radiologically-contaminated buildings to be
determined appropriate for residential use. The Navy did include a number of 300 million to

demolish the buildings. | Ex. 5 Deliberative Process (DP)
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